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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -21 are presented for examination. Applicant filed request for priority on 
4/16/04, but failed to provide any certified copy of foreign priority application. 

2. Claims 4-20 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other multiple dependent 
claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims 4-20 have not been further 
treated on the merits. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 1-21 , the use of the word "characterized" is inappropriate since 35 
US 1 12, second paragraph, requires the claim to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the invention, not merely its characteristics. Furthermore, if this word is eliminated, 
then the remaining format of the claim should be modified in order to reflect this 
correction. 

As per claims 1 -21 , it is uncertain to which item or step E3, E1 5, E1 7, E20, E21 , 
E22, E23 etc. refer. 

Corrections are required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cline et al. (US 6,738,458) in view of Joong et al. (US 6,188,887). 

6. As per claims 1-4 and 11-13, Cline teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including a method for causing at least a first electronic messaging service mailbox 
(BOX1 ) of at least a first electronic messaging service system (S1 ) connected to at least 
a first user station (US1 ) for a user of said first mailbox (BOX1 ) to migrate towards a 
second electronic messaging service system (S2), the first electronic messaging service 
mailbox (BOX1 ) having a first physical electronic address (ADP1 ) and at least one first 
access electronic address (AD1 ) for giving access to users from the outside [col. 8, lines 
5-38; col. 9, lines 37-54]; 

said method being characterized in that each of the first and second messaging 
service systems (S1 , S2) is connected to a message routing center (FED) including a 
directory database (DIR) containing the addresses associated with the mailboxes of the 
messaging service systems (S3, S2) [col. 8, line 39 - col. 9, line 37]; and 
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during a first step (E1) a migration request (MR) is recorded on a migration 
control server (MCS), which request contains, in association, at least the first access 
address (AD1) of the first mailbox (BOX1) and a scheduled migration instant (DM) for 
migration of the first mailbox (BOX1) [col. 10, lines 13-24]; 

then, for each migration request (MR) recorded in the migration control server 
(MCS), and in succession, during a second step (E2), a second electronic messaging 
service mailbox (BOX2) having a second physical address (ADP2) is created in the 
second electronic messaging service system (S2) [col. 3, line 58 - col. 4, line 3; col. 10, 
line 65 -col. 12, line 12; col. 14, line 38 -col. 15, line 19]; and 

during a fourth step (E8), in the message routing center (FED), and for the first 
mailbox (BOX1 ) a queue is activated for any incoming messages that are addressed to 
the first access address (AD1) so that they do not arrive in the first mailbox (BOX1) [col. 
10, lines 13-24]; and 

during a fifth step (E9), in the directory database (DIR), the physical electronic 
address (ADP1 ) recorded for the first mailbox (BOX1 ) is changed into the physical 
electronic address (ADP2) of the second mailbox (BOX2), the queue is deactivated, and 
the messages held up in the queue for the first mailbox (BOX1 ) are transferred to the 
second mailbox (BOX2) [col. 4, line 66 - col. 5, line 59; col. 13, line 49 - col. 14, line 
37]. 



7. Cline does not specifically teach verifying the first and second mailboxes. 
However, bbb on the other hand teaches the step of verifying the first and second 
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mailboxes [col. 2, line 48 - col. 3, line 14]. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include bbb's verification 
step in Cline's system because doing so would avoid unauthorized user accessing the 
system. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify Cline's 
system with verification step to make the system more secure and reliable. 

8. As per claim 5, Cline teaches the message routing center (FED) is suitable for 
routing the messages transmitted from the outside and addressed to a mailbox (BOX1 , 
BOX2, BOX3) of any one of the messaging service systems (S1 , S2) to said system, 
and is suitable for routing messages transmitted from a mailbox (BOX1, BOX2, BOX3) 
of any one of the messaging service systems (S2, S1 ) and addressed to a mailbox 
(BOX1 , BOX2, BOX3) of any other one of the messaging service systems (S2, S1 ) to 
said other system [col. 10, lines 25-64]. 

9. As per claims 6-9, Cline teaches the invention substantially as claimed in claim 1 . 
Cline does not specifically teach the steps of how to verify each mailboxes. However, 
bbb on the other hand teaches the step of verifying the mailboxes [col. 2, line 48 - col. 
3, line 14]. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include bbb's verification step in Cline's system because 
doing so would avoid unauthorized user accessing the system. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to modify Cline's system with verification step to 
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10. As per claims 10, Cline teaches the second messaging service system (S2) is 
connected to at least one data migration server (DMS) and, after the fifth step (E9) 
executed for the first mailbox (BOX1 ), a data transfer step (E1 5, E1 7) is executed, 
during which the data migration server (DMS) triggers (E15, E17) transfer of the data 
present in the first mailbox (BOX1 ) of the first messaging service system (S1 ) to the 
second mailbox (BOX2) of the second messaging service system (S2) [col. 13, line 49 - 
col. 14, line 37]. 

11. As per claims 1 4 and 1 7, Cline teaches prior to processing the migration 
requests, a choice is made between an operating mode with a data transfer step (E15, 
E1 7) and an operating mode without a data transfer step (E1 5, E1 7) [inherent, col. 1 1 , 
lines 7-41]. 

12. As per claims 15 and 16, Cline teaches the second messaging service system 
(S2) is connected to at least one data migration server (DMS) and, after the fifth step 
(E4) executed for the first mailbox (BOX1 ), a local data transfer step (E30) is executed 
for transferring local data from the user station (US1 ), during which step the user station 
(US1 ) of the first mailbox (BOX1 ) of the fist messaging service system (S1 ) triggers 
transfer of the data present in said user station (US1) to the second mailbox (BOX2) of 
the second messaging service system (S2) [col. 11, lines 6-41]. 
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1 3. As per claims 18^20, Cline teaches for recording the migration request (MR) 
during the first step (E1), the migration request is entered on an administration station 
(AS) connected to the migration control server (MCS), the entered migration request 
(MR) is sent from the administration station (AS) to the migration control server (MCS), 
and the migration request (MR) is recorded in a database (TC) of the migration control 
server (MCS) [col. 1 1 , line 1 6 - col. 1 2, line 1 2]. 

14. As per claim 21 , since it is a apparatus claim of claim 1 , it is rejected for the 
same basis as claim 1 above. 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Brunson et al. US 6,018,762, Mann et al. US 6,947,969, Arnold et al. US 
6,965,918, Green et al. US 7,254,612, Jiang et al. US 20030059004 disclose message 
migration system. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jinsong Hu whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3965. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Jinsong Hu 



November 9, 2007 



